First a brief description of it. It consists of 315 folios of good quality parchment measuring 305×220 mm. There are thirty lines to the page, and the lines to guide the script are ruled in the pattern numbered I,2c by K. and S. Lake.
It now turns out that de Boor's investigation of the manuscripts was not quite as complete as it appears at first to be. He may readily be pardoned for not knowing of the tiny fragments of a tenth-century Theophanes discovered by J. E. Powell in a Basel manuscript of Thucydides.
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In any case the Basel fragments do no more than tantalize us by proving the existence of another early copy of the chronicle. It may be worth saying in passing that, though the fragments doubtless belong to the tenth century, a Photostat in my possession makes it clear that they can scarcely be assigned to the earlier half of the century.
What is more surprising is that de Boor overlooked a complete Theophanes manuscript which had been described in a printed catalogue some years before his edition appeared. It is MS Wake 5 in the library of Christ Church, Oxford; the catalogue had been published by G. W. Kitchin. 3 The credit for first noticing the manuscript belongs to J. B. Bury, who published a short note about it. 4 But since his dating of the script is incorrect and he was unable to work on the book long enough to establish its position in the stemma accurately, I have thought it worthwhile to investigate the matter further. At this point I should like to offer my warmest thanks to the Librarian of Christ Church, Dr. J. F. A. Mason, for putting the manuscript so readily at my disposal.
First a brief description of it. It consists of 315 folios of good quality parchment measuring 305×220 mm. There are thirty lines to the page, and the lines to guide the script are ruled in the pattern numbered I,2c by K. and S. Lake.
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The single column of text on each page measures 230×145 mm. The quires are of eight leaves each, except for the eighth quire, which has six leaves only, folios 57-62. The quires are numbered serially in uncial letters on the upper right-hand corner of the first recto, but some of these numbers were cut away when the book was rebound. The numbers are not written in the same ink as the text, but I am inclined to think that they are original and not later additions. The text was written by one hand, which is regular in appearance and slopes a little to the left, except that the letter gamma often slants in the opposite direction. The script is sometimes placed so as to rest on the ruled lines, sometimes to hang from them. It appears to be pure minuscule. There are few abbreviations. The accentuation is written on most words. Breathings are in general of angular shape. Very little has been written in the margins apart from brief notes by the scribe in half-uncial letters to indicate the contents of the text. There is no subscription, because the last leaf, on which it might have stood, is missing. Later owners, one of whom perhaps belongs to the seventeenth century, have written a few notes here and there; on folio 33 one reveals his identity as George, anagnostes in the Pantocrator monastery, ands on the last verso gives his name as Kallinikos. The binding is of leather with handsome gold tooling, and is clearly later than the Renaissance, so that it affords no clue about the history of the book. Nothing about the provenance of this or other manuscripts from Wake's collection is to be learned from N. Sykes.
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A century ago the state of palaeographical knowledge did not permit accurate dating of Greek manuscripts, and Kitchin, followed later by Bury, assigned the book to the eleventh century. In fact it must be much earlier, as it is written in the stiff and angular style of early miniscule seen in the celebrated Paris Demosthenes (Paris. gr. 2934), a copy of some medical treatises in the Escorial (Σ-11-10), and the early copy of Photius' letters in Oxford (Barroci 217). The similarity between the Theophanes and the Demosthenes is striking, and the hands may be identical, but it should be noted that the Demosthenes does not seem to display the type of gamma mentioned above. This style of script may be dated to the last two or three decades of the ninth century. The Oxford manuscript, therefore, appears to be the oldest extant, but this conclusion must be modified in the light of a discovery which I made in the Vatican library; examining one of the manuscripts known to de Boor (Vat. gr. 155) I found that it, too, is written in the same type of minuscule and shares with the Oxford codex the feature of the gamma sloping in the opposite direction to the rest of the hand. Though de Boor alluded to the strange character of the hand, 7 he was not in a position to date it accurately. Now that we know the two copies of the Theophanes chronicle that are as old as the ninth century, we have striking evidence of the diffusion of the text at this early date in addition to the indications given by de Boor's stemma, which itself testifies to wide circulation. (At this point I ought to say in passing that the dates assigned to the other early manuscripts of this author do not seem to me to be in need of revision).
The contents of the MS Wake 5 are as follows:
Nicephorus, Chronographia brevis. This was edited by de Boor, 8 and the manuscripts are discussed in the preface. The text exists in two recensions, and the Christ Church MS presents the longer and later of the two. As far as I can ascertain it is earlier than any manuscript consulted by de Boor. attributes the most important manuscripts of the text known to him to the eleventh century, and I am not aware of any more recent study of the tradition. The absence of any up-to-date edition makes it impossible to give any useful sample collations at presents. . The text appears to be complete except that it breaks off one line before the end, at p. 503.24 μαρμά[ροις, owing to the loss of the final folio.
The stemmatic position of the codex must now be established. Specimen collations by J. B. Bury led him to the conclusion that "it is closely connected with de Boor's d and c," but this statement is vague and misleading. The vital fact, which Bury failed to grasp, is that the text changes allegiance from what de Boor called the y-group of manuscripts to his x-group, and this change takes place after about sixty pages of the printed text. In other words this codex behaves in the same way as d (Paris. gr. 1710), which was thought by de Boor to be the oldest manuscript. But, whereas the scribe of the Paris codex abbreviates the text a good deal and otherwise alters it, 11 the Oxford codex presents a normal text. There is no reason to doubt that d is derived from the Oxford codex or from an almost identical gemellus of it and may therefore be disregarded for all practical purposes in the future. Thereafter the Oxoniensis displays the readings of the x-group. It has all the readings listed by de Boor on p. 540ff. as variants of the inferior family of MSS. The same is true of the list of interpolations on p. 542ff. In both these lists the behaviour of the codex is consistent before and after the change of relationship at p. 60.
Though the Oxoniensis belongs to the inferior class it may perhaps be of some value. For much of the text we do not possess the superior tradition represented by a and b, and since c also comes to an end at p. 461, even the x-group has been represented until now in pp. 461-503 only by the erratic d. I have therefore collated the Oxoniensis for these pages and offer the results below. The siglum o is used; deviations from de Boor's text are noted, with the exception of a few minor orthographic errors. It will be seen that o exhibits a great many but not all of the readings peculiar to d; the remainder must evidently be due to the scribe of d himself or to some intermediate source of error.
I. Pp. 461-486; in these pages the d-text is preserved.
461.11, 13-14, 20, 22, 23 Collation: a bifolium has fallen out between folios 59 and 60.
